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machine; a little tooth-pick is a machine. What I object to, is the
craze for machinery, not machinery as such. The craze is for what
they call labour-saving machinery. Men go on "saving labour"
till thousands are without work and thrown on the open streets to
die of starvation. I want to save time and labour, not for a fraction
of mankind, but for all. I want the concentration of wealth, not in
the hands of a few1, but in the hands of all. Today machinery
merely helps a few to ride on the backs of millions. The impetus
behind it all is -not the philanthropy to save labour, but greed.
It is against this constitution of things that I am fighting with all
my might.
[R:] Then Bapuji, you are fighting not against machinery as such, but
against its abuses which are so much in evidence today?
I would unhesitatingly say "yes"; but I would add that scienti-
fic truths and discoveries should first of all cease to be the mere
instruments of greed. Then labourers will not be over-worked
and machinery instead of becoming a hindrance will be a help.
I am aiming, not at eradication of all machinery, but limitations.
[R:] When logically argued out, that would seem to imply that all com-
plicated power-driven machinery should go-
It might have to go, but I must make one thing clear. The
supreme consideration is man. The machine should not tend to
make atrophied the limbs of man. For instance, I would make
intelligent exceptions. Take the case of the Singer Sewing
Machine. It is one of the few useful things ever invented, and
there is a romance about the device itself. Singer saw his wife
labouring over the tedious process of sewing and seaming with her
own hands, and simply out of his love for her he devised the
sewing machine, in order to save her from unnecessary labour.
He, however, saved not only her labour but also the labour of
everyone who could purchase a sewing machine.
[R:] But, in that case, there would have to be a factory for making these
Singer Sewing Machines, and it would have to contain power-driven machinery
of ordinary type.
Yes. But I ana socialist enough to say that such factories should
be nationalized, or State-controlled. They ought only to be working
under the most attractive and ideal conditions, not for profit,
but for the benefit of humanity, love taking the place of greed as
the motive. It is an alteration iii the conditions of labour that I
want. This mad rush for wealth must cease, and the labourer must
be assured, not only of a living Wage, but a daily task that is not